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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO. 3233/2007 
(SMT.SATTYASHILA SIDDHARTH CHAUHAN    VERSUS      ZILLA PARISHAD, NAGPUR & OTHERS)

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions

and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

None for the petitioner.

None for the respondents.

CORAM  : SMT. VASANTI  A   NAIK  AND

V.M. DESHPANDE, JJ. 

DATE      : JANUARY 09  , 2017.

By  this  writ  petition,  the  petitioner  challenges

the  order  of  the  Project  Officer,  Integrated  Child

Development  Scheme,  dated  10.07.2007  appointing  the

respondent no.2 on the post of Anganwadi Sevika on the basis

that she was senior to the petitioner on the post of Anganwadi

Madatnis and was, therefore, entitled to appointment as an

Anganwadi Sevika.

Though  the  impugned  order  was  challenged

immediately, we had not granted any interim relief in favour

of  the  petitioner.   Rule was issued in  the writ  petition on

26.03.2009 and the prayer for interim relief was specifically

rejected.  In view of the said rejection, it is most likely that

the  respondent  no.2  must  be  working  on  the  post  of

Anganwadi Sevika for nearly ten years.  The cause for filing

the writ  petition must have been rendered infructuous and

the petitioner must not be interested in prosecuting the writ

petition  in  view  of  the  rejection  of  the  prayer  for  interim

relief.  That appears to be the reason for the non-appearance

on behalf of the petitioner in the Court, today.
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In view of the aforesaid, we dispose of the writ

petition with no order as to costs.  Rule stands discharged.

JUDGE                           JUDGE

APTE


